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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the 
sentence "For softness, these are long polydimethylsiloxane oils (or even 
polyorganosiloxane gums." is missing the closing parenthesis (pg 1, lines 12- 
13). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 23 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 23 
uses the limitation "M, D, T, Q" units, which are not defined until claim 36; Claim 
39 lists further limitations "(a), (b), (III)" wherein (III) should be -(c)-; Claims 24 - 
48 all begin "A method" wherein they should be -The method-. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 39 uses the terminology 
"may be obtained" which is indefinite because it allows for other processes of 
production, and claim 40 depends from claim 39. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 23 - 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bohin, US PG Pub Number 2002/0082377 (hereinafter Bohin). 

8. In regards to claims 23, 35, and 39 Bohin discloses a silicone composition 
for use as a coating on an airbag which comprises an adhesion promoter 
comprising at least one alkoxylated organosilane and one epoxy-functional 
organosilicon compound (instant C), at least one metal chelate and/or metal 
alkoxide wherein the metal is selected from Ti, Zr, Ge, Li, Mn, Fe, Al and Mg 
(instant B), and at least one polyorganosiloxane resin (instant A) (abstract) 
wherein the alkoxylated organosilane has the formula 
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R*R 2 Q 



it 



Wherein R1 - R3 are hydrogen-containing or hydrocarbon radicals, U is a linear 
or branched C1-C4 alkylene, W is a valency bond, R4 and R5 are C1-C4 alkyl 
radicals, x' is 0 or 1 , and x is 1 or 0 [0057 - 0064] and the epoxy-functional 
organosilicon compound can be 3-glycidoxypropyltrimethoxysilane [0089] which 
are comprised in the adhesion promoter, and the metal chelate/alkoxide is 
M(OJ)n wherein n is the valency of M, J is a linear or branched C1 -C8 alkyl, and 
M is selected from the metals above wherein the substituents off the metal of 
instant claims is an obvious variant over that of J as they would react the same, 
and the resin contains at least two different functional units selected from M, D, 
T, and Q functional units wherein at least one of the functional units must be a T 
or Q functional unit and R can be a C1-C6 alkyl radical or a C2-C4 alkenyl radical 
(such as a vinyl group) which is present from 10 to 70% [0106] wherein it would 
be obvious to use an OH or OR group over a vinyl group because it is common 
knowledge among persons skilled in the art that those type of functional groups 
will adhere stronger than vinyl groups. Bohin further discloses and example 
wherein they make a 2 part system wherein 48 parts plus 44.6 parts of the resin, 
2 parts of the adhesion promoter, and 4 parts of the metal alkoxide/chelate are 
employed [0227 - 0228], wherein the use of over 92 parts per weight of the resin 
would be seen as substantially the same as the use of 1 00 parts per weight. 
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9. In regards to claims 24 - 34 and 46, Bohin is silent with respect to 
properties of the inventive composition as recited in instant claims 24 - 34. 
However, in view of the fact that the compositions of the prior art are substantially 
the same in constitution as that recited in the instant claims, a reasonable basis 
exists to believe that the coatings of the prior art exhibit substantially the same 
properties. Since the PTO can not perform experiments, the burden of proof is 
shifted to Applicant to establish an unobviousness difference. In re Best, 562 
F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977); In re Spada, 911 F.2d 705, 
709, 15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

10. With regard to claim 36 and 40, Bohin further discloses that resins that are 
particularly well suitable are made of vinyl MDQ resions having a vinyl group 
weight content of between 0.2 to 10% by weight, which is obvious based upon 
the above argument. 

1 1 . Regarding claims 37 and 38, Bohin further discloses, with all the above 
arguments, that the use of butyl titanate is appropriate for the metal 
chelate/alkoxide, which is the same as used in instant claims. 

12. Regarding claims 41 - 43, Bohin further discloses that the epoxy- 
functional polyorganosiloxanes can be substituted by a halogen atom [0077 - 
0081] wherein the use of an alcohol in the fluorinated polymer would be obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention because it would further 
increase adhesion. 

13. With regard to claim 44, Bohin further discloses, with the above 
arguments, the use of a catalyst for cross-linking (abstract, [0152]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/586,740 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1796 

14. With regard to claim 45, Bohin further discloses, with the above 
arguments, the addition of a filler [0027]. 

1 5. Regarding claims 47 - 48, Bohin further discloses, with the above 
arguments, the use of their composition for coating woven, knitted, or non-woven 
fibrous substrates [0181]. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to LINDSAY FACTEAU whose telephone 
number is (571 )270-7735. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - 
Thursday, 9 am - 5 pm est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Randy Gulakowski can be reached on (571) 272-1302. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

LF 

/Randy Gulakowski/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1796 



